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Application/Control Number: 09/895,954 
Art Unit: 2154 

1 . Claims 1 , 3-8, 1 2-24, 42-43 and 46-64 are presented for examination 
9-1 1 and 44-45 have been cancelled. Claims 25-41 have been v\/ithdrawn. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' arguments filed on 05/20/2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

4. As per remarks. Applicants' argued that (1 ) Ginter fails to disclose or suggest 
identifying nodes in a network, each of the nodes executing a distributed thread of the 
process; polling each identified node for status information associated with the thread 
executing by the node, the status information generated by a script associated with the 
process; and receiving the status information from each of the nodes. 

5. As to point (1), Ginter teaches identifying nodes in a network, each of the nodes 
executing a distributed thread of the process (Paragraph [0180]); polling each identified 
node for status information associated with the thread executing by the node 
(Paragraphs [0896] "...kernel/dispatcher may poll each of the sections/circuits within 
SPU...", [0905-0907], [0947-0948] "...support secure communicates between SPE and 
an external node or device...", and [1677]), the status information generated by a script 
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associated with the process (Paragraphs [0149], [0160], [1443]), and receiving the 
status information from each of the nodes (Paragraphs [0896], [0905] and [1276]). 

6. As per remarks. Applicants' argued that (2) Ginter does not describe polling 
multiple nodes in a network for status information related to a multi-threaded process. 

7. As to point (2), Ginter teaches polling multiple nodes in a network for status 
information related to a multi-threaded process (Paragraphs [0896] "...polling mode, 
kernel/dispatcher may poll each of the sections/circuits...", [0947-0948] 
"...Authentication Manager/Service Communications Manager 564 supports calls for 
user password validation and "ticket" generation and validation. It may also support 
secure communications between SPE 503 and an external node or device (e.g., a VDE 
administrator or distributor)..."). 

8. As per remarks. Applicants' argued that (3) Ginter fails to disclose or suggest the 
process management system, the remote nodes, and their interactions. 

9. As to point (3), Ginter teaches the process management system (Paragraphs 
[0181] and [0597])., the remote nodes (Paragraphs [0146], [0199] and [0947-0948]), 
and their interactions(Paragraphs [0149], [0160], [0896], [0905], [1276] and [1443],)'. 

Claim Rejections '35 use §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

10. Claims 1-24 and 42-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Ginter et al. (hereinafter Ginter), US 2004/0054630. 

11. As per claim 1 , Ginter teaches a method for accessing status information related 
to a process that is executable by one or more nodes from over a network, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a request from a client for status information related to the process 
(Paragraph [00205], [0675]); 

identifying nodes in a network , each of the nodes executing a distributed thread 
of the process (Paragraph [0180], [0896], [0905-0907], [0947-0948]); 

polling each identified node for status information associate with the thread 
executing by the node, the status information generated by a script associated with the 
process (Paragraphs [0896], [0905-0907], [0947-0948]); 
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receiving the status information from each of the nodes (Paragraphs [0081], 
0896], [0905] and [1275 -1276]). 

12. As per claim 3, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
invoking one or more script engines to execute at least one script code that 

performs at least one action of the process, handling multiple script threads during the 
execution of the process (Paragraphs [01 81] and [0597]). 

13. As per claim 4, Ginter teaches the method of claim 3, wherein the one or more 
script engines are maintained by a process management system that executes on the 
nodes (Paragraphs [0149], [0160], [1443]). 

14. As per claim 5, Ginter teaches the method of claim 4, v\^herein the one or more 
nodes include a primary node (Paragraph [0271]). 

1 5. As per claim 6, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising making 
the data structure available to any node in the network capable of accessing a process 
management syste.m in a primary node (Paragraph [0271], [0732-0733], [1361] and 
[2105).). 

16. As per claim 7, Ginter teaches the method of claim 6, wherein the step of polling 
is performed by the process management system residing on the primary node over an 
established connection with the identified nodes (Paragraphs [0896], [0905], [0907] and 
[0947]). 

17. As per claim 8, Ginter teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the identified 
nodes include the primary node (Paragraphs [0271], [0613] and [0896]). 
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18. As per claim 12, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
storing is performed by the process management system executing on a primary node 
(Paragraph [1677]). 

19. As per claim 13, Ginter teaches the method of claim 12, wherein the step of 
storing further includes: 

placing the status information relative to the executable process into a private 
data structure by the process management system on the primary node (Paragraphs 
[1456] and [1677]), wherein the private data structure is accessible to only the script 
threads that are spawned during the execution of the process (Paragraphs [1035- 
1036]). 

20. As per claim 14, Ginter teaches the method of claim 12, wherein the step of 
storing further includes: 

placing the status information relative to the executable process into a status 
value data structure that is accessible to any node capable of accessing the process 
management system executing on the primary node (Paragraphs [1035-1036]). 

21. As per claim 15, Ginter teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the status value 
data structure comprises data for providing an indication of an event that occurs during 
the execution of the process (Paragraphs [1035-1037]). 

22. As per claim 16, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
establishing a connection between a process management system executing on 

at least one of the nodes and anther process management system residing on the 
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primary node, wherein the connection is established by a script code in execution by the 
a script engines associated with the at least one node (Paragraph [1443]). 

23. As per claim 1 7, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
establishing a connection between other client nodes and a process 

management system residing on a primary node, wherein the connection is established, 
from a user interface executing on other client nodes (Paragraph [1443]).; and 
accessing the process management system from over the established 
connection by the user interface executing on other client nodes (Paragraph [1437]). 

24. As per claim 1 8, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 7, wherein the step of 
establishing includes accepting a command as input by the user interface to establish a 
connection with the process management system executing on the primary node 
(Paragraphs [0437] and [1676]). 

25. As per claim 1 9, Ginter teaches the method of claim 1 7, wherein the step of 
accessing includes accepting a command as input by the user interface to invoke the 
action of the executable process by the process management system from over the 
established connection (Paragraphs [0437], [1676] and [2031]). 

26. As per claim 20, Ginter teaches the method of claim 17, wherein the step of 
accessing includes accepting a command as input by the user interface to poll the 
process management system for status information from over the established 
connection (Paragraphs [0437], [0896], [0905], [0907], [0915], [1676] and [2031]). . 

27. As per claim 21 , Ginter teaches the method of claim 17, wherein the user 
interface receives messages from the process management system over the 
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established connection (Paragraphs [0437], [0896], [0905], [0907], [0915], [1676] and 
[2031]). 

28. As per claim 22, Ginter teaches the method of claim 21 , wherein the messages 
contain information that is descriptive of the primary node (Paragraphs [0183], [0271], 
[0613] and [0896]). 

29. As per claim 23, Ginter teaches the method of claim 21 , wherein the messages 
contain information that is descriptive of a particular event that occurs during the 
execution of the process (Paragraphs [0613]). 

30. As per claim 24, Ginter teaches the method of claim 21 , wherein the messages 
contain a data structure that is generated as a result of the execution of the script code 
by the one or more script engines to indicate the status of the executable process 
(Paragraph [1223]). 

31 . Claim 42 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1 and 3 and 
therefore is rejected for similar reasons. 

32. As per claim 43, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, further comprising one or 
more client node each configured with a user-interface (Paragraph [0061], [0097-0098]), 
the one or more user interfaces configured to establish a connection over the network 
with the process management system executing on the primary node, the one ore more 
user interfaces also configured to request the status information from the process 
management system and to process the status information when the information is 
received (Paragraphs [00205], [0675], [1705], [2020] and [2025]). 
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33. As per claim 46, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the one or more 
user interfaces accept as input commands to establish a connection with the process 
management system executing on the primary node (Paragraphs [1705], [2020], [2022] 
and [2025]). 

34. As per claim 47, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the one or more 
user interfaces accept as input, commands to invoke the action of the executable 
process by the process management system, and sends, requests to invoke the action 
of the executable process to the process management system from over the 
established connection (Paragraphs [1705], [2020], [2022] and [2025]). 

35. As per claim 48, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, herein the one or more 
user interfaces accept as input commands to poll the process management system for 
status information, and sends requests to poll the process management system for 
status information from over the established connection (Paragraphs [0896], [0905], 
[0907], [1705], [2020], [2022] and [2025]). 

36. As per claim 49, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the one or more 
user interfaces receive messages from the process management system over the 
established connection in response to the polling (Paragraphs [0896], [0905], [0907], 
[1705], [2020], [2022] and [2025]). 

37. As per claim 50, Ginter teaches the system of claim 49, wherein the messages 
contain information that is descriptive of the primary node (Paragraphs [0183], [0271], 
[0613] and [0896]). 
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38. As per claim 51 , Ginter teaches the system of claim 49, wherein the messages 
contain information that is descriptive of a particular event that occurs during the 
execution of the process (Paragraph [0613]). 

39. As per claim 52, Ginter teaches the system of claim 49, wherein the messages 
contain a data structure that is generated as a result of the execution of the script code 
by the one or more script engines to indicate the status of the executable process 
(Paragraphs [1223]). 

40. As per claim 53, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system accepts connection requests from one or more user interfaces 
operating on one or more nodes associated with the process management system over 
an established connection (Paragraphs [1705], [2020], [2022] and [2025]). 

41 . As per claim 54, Ginter teaches the system of claim 53, wherein the one or more 
nodes include the primary node (Paragraphs [0098], [0271], [1705], [2020], [2022] and 
[2025]). 

42. As per claim 55, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system receives requests to invoke, the action of the executable process 
from the one or more nodes connected to the process management system 
(Paragraphs [0437], [1676], [1705], [2020], [2022], [2025] and [2031]). 

43. As per claim 56, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system polls the one or more nodes connected to the process 
management system to obtain status information related to the executable process 
(Paragraphs [0896], [0905], [0907], [1705], [2020], [2022] and [2025]). 
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44. As per claim 57, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system stores the information into a public data structure that is 
accessible to the one or more nodes capable of establishing a connection with the 
process management system (Paragraphs [1035-1036]). 

45. As per claim 58, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system stores the status information relative to the process into a private 
data structure that is accessible to only script threads in operation during process 
execution (Paragraphs [1035-1036], [1456] and [1677]). 

46. As per claim 59, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system stores the status information relative to the executable process 
into a status value data structure that is accessible to the one or more nodes having 
access to the status information (Paragraphs [1035-1036]). 

47. As per claim 60, Ginter teaches the system of claim 59, wherein the status value 
data structure contains data for providing an indication of a particular event that occurs 
during the execution of the process (Paragraphs [1 035-1 037]). 

48. As per claim 61 , Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system receives requests for status information relative to the executable 
process from the one or more nodes connected to the process management system 
(Paragraphs [0437], [1676-1677], [1705], [2020], [2022], [2025] and [2031]). 

49. As per claim 62, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system sends the public data structure to the one or more nodes in 
response to the request (Paragraphs [1035-1036]). 
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50. As per claim 63, Ginter teaches the system of claim 42, wherein the process 
management system sends the status value data structure to the one or more nodes in 
response to the request (Paragraphs [1035-1036]). 

51 . Claim 64 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1 , 3 and 42 and 
therefore is rejected for similar reasons. 

Response to Amendment 

52. Examiner acknowledges amendments to the specification, which now appears to 
be in conformance with MPEP § 608.01(g). Objection has been withdrawn. 

53. Examiner acknowledges amendment to claims 1 5 and 50-52 for correction of 
informalities. Objection has been withdrawn. 

54. Examiner acknowledges amendments to claims 2 and 15 pertaining to 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, second paragraph. Objection has been withdrawn. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1 , 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Martin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3970. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 a.m. - 5:30 
p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571 ) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-3970. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



Nicholas Martin 
July 25, 2005 




